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buildings, and the up-keep of the same, and the cost ofadministration,at theirown expense.
It will be seen that this isas far fromplacingthesupporters

of denominationalschools on a perfect equality with those of
boardschools, as it is from placing the cost of religious educa-tionupon the rates.

By the provision of this Bill we shall still have tocollect,
by voluntarysubscriptions, a largesum of money in diminution
of the public burden, as the price we are to pay for teachingreligion in our schools.

Nevertheless,under all circumstances, weare well satisfied
toaccept this compromise (provided it be vvoikcd in a fair and
reasonablespirit),as a settlementof the ElementaryEducationdifficulty.'

offender. EventuallyDr. Davies made a further explanationpointingout that the nature of the instrument asked for indi-cated that thecase was not one of extreme urgency, andprac-tically disavowing the interpretation whichhad been put upon
his words,and the ebullition of popular feelingon the matterhas now almost subsided.

Thereare two questions which naturallyariseout of thisincident, namely, what is the extent of.Dr. Davies' personalculpability in the matter looked at in the light of common
sense and common humanity, and secondly, Is the attitude
which was attributed to him permitted by the regulationsofthe Medical Association, and generally approvedby the pro-fession. As to the first, it is beyondquestion that Dr. Davies,
first statement of his position,as quotedabove,even lookedatfrom the mostcharitable stand-point, wasmost unfortunate andill-advised. Dr.Daviesundoubtedlycommittedagrave blunder
and he has suffered for it. It maybepointedout in mitigation
of further punishment that amongst all who have had pro-fessional dealings with Dr. Davies he bears the reputation ofbeing particularly gentle and humane so that his wholelifegives the lie to the harsher interpretation of hiE words; thathe had consistently declined to consult with the homeopathdoctor ever since the latterhad come to Dunedin;that he did
not possess the instrument requiredandashe intimates that he
has never used the instrument during the wholecourse of avery extensivepractice it is not unreasonable to assume that hemight have had some hesitation, if not actual scruples, aboutperformingan operation which, as is shown in another column,
is unequivocally condemned by the Catholic Church; andfinally that he has expressly disclaimed the ugly constructionwhich had been put upon his words and has practicallyapolo-
gised for ever having uttered them. Thecase has yet to gobeforethe medical tribunal and under all thecircumstances the
public may now very safely leave it there. As to the position
of the Medical Association in the matter andof the profession
generally thathas been satisfactorilyvindicatedby the publica-
tion, at the instance of the Association,of therule governing
the conduct of theprofession with regard to homeopaths. It is
contained in the Code of Medical Ethics (adopted
by the New Zealand Medical Associatian) and is asfollows :— 'Thereis noprofession in theNationalCode of Ethics
in anywise inconsistent with the broadestdictatesof humanity,
and that the article of the code which relates to theconsulta-
tions cannot becorrectly interpretedas interdicting,under anycircumstances, the rendering of professional services wheneverthere is a pressing or immediate need for them. On the con-
trary, to meet the emergencies occasioned by disease or acci-dent, and to give a helping hand to the distressed without
unnecessary delay, is a duty fully enjoined on every member
of the profession, both by the letter and by the spirit of the
entire code.' That is all that could be desired, and if the pro-
fession act up to the spirit of that regulation there will be little
ground for complaint. Moreover, the President of the Associa-
tion has, in a very temperate letter, expressly repudiated the
objectionable sentiments in Dr. Davies' statement, and has
given a distinct assurance that the Association do not considerthat, m the event of any person calling on a doctor at any
hour, it is right that he should be sent lrom door to dooruntilsuch assistance is obtained.

Disagreableas the outcry has been for the particulardoctorsconcerned, there can be little doubt that the exhibitionof public
feeling in this matter will do a great deal of good. It may
not, indeed, lead, as was at first anticipated,to legislation on
the subject nor to the establishment of any Government insti-
tution for securing the supply of medical aid in extreme and
urgent case-,. It will sccuie much the same result, however,
by hardening up public feeling on the subject. It will show
the medical profession that they are,afterall, just as amenable
to the pressure of public opinion as any other section of the
community, and that it they disregardin any flagrant way the
dictates of charity and humanity, they will very speedilybe
brought to book. In Dunedin, at least, the public may feel
sure there will be no cases of discourtesy or incivility from the
doctors for a considerabletime to come.

Anglican 'Sisters
'

and Religious Vows.
Imitation is said to be the sheerest form of flattery and

the way m which the Anglican and other non-Catholic
denominations ,irecopying the Catholic Church by the appoint-
ment of 'deaconesses

'
and establishment of 'Sisterhoods

'
of

various kinds isa very genuine acknowledgment of the wisdom
of the Church in founding and using the various religious
Orders uhieh hive done so much to advance her interests.
We liive oitm wondeied whether the Anglican 'Sisters'
eairurl then imitation the length of taking the vows which are" o indelibly associated wah the ideaof a geniuneSisterhood.'Do liny take the vow of perpetui!chastit>, as Catholic nuns
d <>r have tin v only an annual vow tobe discarded or renewed
win n I.c tsM Ive- months c xpires, nr are they bound by any vow
at aii,' rue questions that have been olten asked by those

Medical Etiquette.
During the past week what is known as the Dr. Davies

case has been the all-absorbing topic of conversation inDun-edin, and as the Press Association has given the fullestpub-
licity to the incident, the interest and feeling it has aroused
locally have probably extended,though in a lesser degree, tothe rest of the Colony. The matter has been so fully threshed
out in the dailypapers that it may seem superfluous to make
any further reference to it, but as the main question involved is
one of general interest, and as it is easier to look fairly and
calmly at the matter now than it was in the heat of the popular
outcry which was evoked on the first publication of the facts, it
may be permitted us to say just a word or two. The facts of
the case may be very briefly stated:Mr.G. M. Marshall,a
well-known homeopathic chemist of Dunedin, had called in
Dr. Stephenson,a legalI}' qualifieddoctor,who, however, prac-
tises as a homeopathist, to attend Mrs. Marshall in her con-
finement. About one o'clock in the morning Mrs. Marshall
became very bad,and Dr. Stephensonadvised that to save the
mother's life the life of the child should be sacrificed, and in
order that the necessary operation might be performed he
urged Mr. Marshall to go at once for another doctor and to be
sure and get one who was possessed of the necessary instru-
ment. Mr. Marshall went to several places only to find that
the doctors were out, but eventually calledon Dr. Davies,who,
however, in answer to his appeal for help, replied that 'Dr.
Stephenson wasa homeopathist,and thereforehe (Dr. Davies)
could not meet him in consultation.' Mr. Marshall pleaded
that the case was a very serious one—a case, indeed,of life
and death—but Dr. Davies replied that that was <-O much the
more reason why he should not consult with Dr. Stephenson,
and in any case he had not got the instrument required. I'lti-
mately, after meeting with a fuither refusal from another
doctor, Mr.Marshall secured a doctor who had got theneces-
sary instrument and was willing to use it,but before the opera-
tion could be attempted Mrs. Mar"hillsuccumbed.

Before publishingthe factsof the case the representatives
of the Press calledon Dr. Davies for any explanationhe had
to offer and the doctor, whoadmits that he is not very ready
at expressing himself when called on unexpectedly, made a
statement ol his position which was so unfortunately and un-
guardedly worded as to put his attitude in the very worst pos-
sible light with the jiubl.c and which theie is now good reason
to believe was very far short of doing him justice. After ex-
plaining that he knew there was no use in his goingwithout the
instrument and that he considered his refusal would in\e>lve
no hardship to the patient seeing that, as lie suppose d, theie
were plenty of other medical men willing and ready to act, he
proceeded to add these unfortunate words:

'
Iconsider that

my skill is my own property, and that r should not be com-
pelled to dispense with it. As a matter of fact 1 cannot be
compelled to di-pen^-e with it. You may dra^ a horse to the
water,but >ou cannot force him to drink If lam compelled
to go to a case 1 cannot be compelled to use my skill upon it.
Supposing 1 had gone under compulsion, does it necessarily
follow that thepatient wouldget the benefit of my skill ? If "i
had gone under protest, as would have been the ease if Iwent
at all,Ishould have felt very uncomfortable.' Taken in their
strictest sense these woids describe an attitude which is alto-
gether indefensible and which is opposed to the plainest dic-
tates ofhumanity. One alter another of Dr. D v ies' patients,
however, have come forward to testify that he is as a doctor
the personification of <h idleness and kindness, so that it is
practically certain that he was not, m the foregoing word';,
describing hi-, o*vn person .1 attitude but was merely making a
general statement to the (fleet that it a doctor weie compelkd
against his will to attend in such a case II jt :1. -

would be gamed
seeing that, though \ou nn^hl, by some form of compulsion,
force him tobe piesent, vt v could never compel him to u-e to
the full the special personal skill he might happen to |>sst ss.
Unfortunately the general public are not in the habit of stop.ping to diaw nice di^tn etions. In tins c i^t tl'cy took the
woids in tlicir most obviou-. ;>nd nio^t ol>ii<ti >n ib!e sense and
<i perfect storm oi n.diynati n vv.is a'ciM-o. lln pipus were
full of letteis from mtligna t wwts .md homhed J u^b mds,
several of the letteisbe.ng o I-nsivcly peisuiial and moie ihnn
one going the length ol u.;s_ctling per onal vio'enee to the
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